REMARKS 



1. Claim 1 has been amended in line 9 to recite, inter alia, "when such magazine carrying 
said magazine block is inserted in such loading chamber", to clarify the language thereof. 
Line 7 has been amended in a similar manner. Claim 26 has been amended in a similar 
manner and accordingly, Claims 1 and 26, both as currently amended, are now believed to 
be definite under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. 

2-3. Claims 1, 12, and 14 as currently amended are not believed to be anticipated by the 
newly cited reference to Mumbleau, et al. '069. Claim 1 now recites, inter alia, "a single 
member in the form of an elongate unitary magazine block including an integral lower portion 
formed in a shape to be removably slidably insertable into an upper end of such magazine", 
thus clearly distinguishing over the cited reference which discloses no such structure. The 
Mumbleau et al reference discloses a two-piece mechanism comprising a first part 46 and 58; 
and a second part 66, 68 and 70. The present application discloses a single member as 
clearly shown in FIGS. 2-4, and has been claimed throughout the prosecution history. 

Claim 12 has been amended to recite, inter alia, "wherein said shape of said lower 
portion of said magazine block defines a pair of integral opposed fixed-position shoulders", 
depends on Claim 1 (currently amended), and should be allowable for the same reasons as 
Claim 1 and the structure recited therein. Claim 14 depends on Claim 1 (currently amended), 
and is believed allowable for the same reasons as Claim 1 . 

4-5. Claim 21 is not believed to be obvious in light of Mumbleau et al and Preston '810. 
Claim 21, as currently amended, recites, inter alia, "an integral lower portion formed in a 
shape defining a pair of fixed-position shoulders" thus clearly distinguishing over Mumbleau 
et al wherein the "shoulders 70" are rotated to engage a magazine. Furthermore, the shape 
of the present block provides for "slidably inserting said block into the upper end of such 
magazine" also distinguishing over the cited reference. Applicant does not believe that he 
has selected or assembled any analogous art structure. The firearm structure set forth is 
certainly well known, and applicant's invention of a single unitary magazine block slidably 
inserted into the upper end of a magazine and rendering the firearm incapable of being 
operated is nowhere to be found in any of the art cited herein. Accordingly, one having 
ordinary skill in the art with Mumbleau and Preston would not obviously somehow reconstruct 
Mumbleau with any alleged teaching from Preston. 
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6. Claims 1 and 14 are not believed to be obvious in light of Arrequin 794 in view of Rost 
et al '895 or Ruger et al '892. The rejection includes a reference to Badoni in the 3 rd line 
thereof, which confuses applicant regarding the full intent of this rejection. 

As discussed in prior responses, the device of Arrequin is not a single member or 
element. The double dummy cartridge 12 of Arrequin includes two cylindrical members 26 
held together by a bridge 30 to prevent the members 26 from rotating within the firing 
chamber 14 (Col. 6, FIGS. 1, 2 & 7). Also device 12 is not carried by a magazine, as 
claimed. 

In addition, the Examiner discusses Badoni '447, which discloses a device that does 
not have a lower portion insertable into a magazine as discussed in applicant's response of 
May 9, 2006. 

Accordingly, applicant does not believe that Claims 1 (currently amended) and 14 are 
obvious in light of the prior art in any appropriate combination for reasons of record. 

7. With regard to the Arrequin '794 reference, the disclosure involves a handgun with a 
magazine with a dummy cartridge that doesn't fire when struck by a hammer. It does not 
appear to block the various operating mechanisms of a rifle as does the present invention. 
Accordingly, applicant does not believe that Arrequin '794 is a good reference. It seems that 
the device simply jams the hammer action. Also, Arrequin appears to require four parts to 
perform a blocking function for the gun hammer. 

8-9. With respect to Claim 21 (currently amended), applicant repeats the argument of 
paragraph 7 that Arrequin '794 is not a good reference. Arrequin '794 is not fixedly beatable 
on or in a magazine without a rod threaded therein. 

Applicant believes Claims 1 (currently amended), 2-11, 12 (currently amended), 13-20, 
Claim 21 (currently amended), 22-25, 26 (currently amended), 27-32 are all allowable over 
the prior art of record. 

10-11. Applicant acknowledges the allowable subject matter of Claims 2-11, 13, 15-20 and 
22-25. 

12. Claims 26-32 should now be allowed in that the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph has been overcome. 
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SUMMARY 



1 . Applicant does not believe that the present amendment raises new issues that require 
further consideration or search. The applicant has disclosed a single element block that is 
slidably located in the upper portion of a magazine that when inserted into the loading 
chamber renders the firearm inoperable. This has not changed from the original filing, and 
the prosecution has focused on the breadth of the allowable claims to this invention 

The newly-cited reference discloses a two-piece device that is not slidably mountable 
in a magazine. 

2. No new issues are presented. The amendments presented herein simply clarify the 
nature of the invention and render them more in accord with 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph. 

3. Applicant believes that the application with these amendments is in better form for an 
appeal, if such becomes necessary. 

4. No new claims are presented. 

Accordingly, applicant believes that the present amendment should be entered. 
A telephone interview would be greatly appreciated to resolve any remaining issue, 
and even a telephone call to advise applicant of the intended action would be appreciated. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Arthur G. Yeager, Reg. No. 19,892 



245-1 East Adams Street 
Jacksonville, FL 32202-3365 
Tel: (904)355-9631 
Fax: (904)355-9632 



Date: ll/iO/d* 
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